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ABSflACT 

Becogniziag tbat affec^ite factcrs related to 
Mraiag be aeasored aad tliat attitude inflaeaces leazsiag« tltis 
stad7 investigated the relationship betieea parental attitodes and 
children's readlag ability. A abort fcra, self zcpoz't parent 
qoestionnaire aaa adaliiistered ta 107 sets of parents ehcse children 
jiad been referred to a dlhgaostic center for reading d'isatilities. 
Basalts of the gaestionoalre indicated significant bat lot 
correlations betj^een the parent attitade scores and the child's 
verbal intelligenc«^ aad reading achieveaeHt. Both acthefs and fathers 
rated reading aa iaportaat 'f or basiness aad hoaeaaking saccess, with 
sore eaphasis bn rehdln'g for hoaeaahing aacce0#. There vere no 
consistent rclationahlps beteeen pareotal sez# age« occapation* or 
edocational level* and the perceived reading prcbleaa that occurred 
• irUhin the faaily. Purther research that would include cztcoded 
.plfrent interviews is suggested. (Authcz/BAI) 
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^ . Examination of Parental Attitudes Within 

• The Diagnostic Intervention Process 

That parents can and , do influence a child's reading ability Is 

generally well accepted (Suthei?land^ 1975) . More specifically, their 

attitudes toward reading appear to influence their children's reading 

development (Della-Piana^ Stahmana^6 Allefi, 1968; Goldman & Barclay, 

1974),, Parental attitudes have also been found to be consistently 

related to parental judgmental processes. (Bria, Glass Lavin,"^ Goodman , 

196i; EtAerich, 1969). Thus, the diagnostician may want to acquire 

♦ 

information about parental' attitudes to be used within the diaifTo&rJp^ 
intervention process. Recognizing tfhat affective factots related to 
teaching and learning can be Masured (Vaughn h Sabers, 1977) and 
that attitude does influence learning, the problem is to determine the 
relationship between attitude arfd readin^^atility , ^?Vi the 
scarcity of valid affective measyretsent instruments. 

The major purpose of this paper is ta exam^rte^ one self-reporting — 
inventory of parental attitudes toward child-rearil^ and 'reading . This 
inventory is used as part of the initial- parent interview at a university 
affiliated learning disabilities center. This study reports relationship 

■ ^] 

between this parental attitu/e iDeasure artd tjie follc^Ag characteristics: 
"heading achievement; intelligence; parent age, occupation, and education 

lever; number of c>lldrep in family; and expressed perception of the 
.child's reading a^j^ity. Relationships between fathers' attitudes and 

QOthers* attitudes arc reported separately. Our discussion focuses on 

the isq)lications for the diagnostician based otf the results of the study. 
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Method -~ 

. A questionnaire treasuring parents* perceptions of their altitudes \ 

about child-rearing was completed by parents of 107 children seen at a - * 

learning disabilities centser. T^-parent families were used for the 

study; thus 214 individuals responded to the questionnaire. The range . 

for parent education level and occupation ie fiarrower than that which 

wouild be expected ifi the general population. This c^h probably be . 

attributed to the self-referral ^nature of adnrission to the center. Clients 

corae^ri:narily from those families vdio recogTifze tUe presence of an actual 

or potential learning problem who are^ actively seeking assistance . 

The'' questionnaire originally was developed by Dorothy McGinnis 

(1963) for her unpublished docto^l dissertation and later reported in 

Diagnosis and Treatment of the Disabled Reader (1970) . Itern^ on this 

questionnaire fall into Jwo categories: 1) detndgraphic information » 

answered directly, and 2) attitudes toward reading and toward child 

rearinfe, answered on a Likert Scale. Come of the statement/ are phras^ 

positively aiTd some negatfively; responses are scored from 1 (most 

restrictive choice)* to 4 (most child-centered chojLce) . Range for t-he 

total score is ferom 18^to 72; the lower the sco^, ' the more restrictive ^ 

or authoritarian is the attitude indicated by the parent toward child 

V * 

rearing practices and reading importance. ^ 
At the close of the initial conference, the parents jwere asked to 
complete this questiomiAiire and then leave it with the clinician. This 
procedure atteppted to minimize discussion between parents and to avoid 
extrepely long deliberation abqut responses. . > . ^ ^ 
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^ ' Results 

Descriptive statistital analyses of the two questionnaire cate- 
Rories Indicate the areas frpin which implications for .diagnwticians 
can be drawn. First, results indicate significant, but sooevhat low 
correlations between parent Attitude scores, verbal intelligence, and 
reading achievement (Tahle 1). ' • 



Insert Table 1 about here 



Tentative relationships are indicate^ by the low positive cotrelation 
^between mothers' attitude scores and child's reading achi'evec^ent scores . 
*Both father and mother attitude scores correlate sooewhat higher with 
verbal intelligence score. The significant correlations berween taother ' '* 
attitude score and both intelligence and reading achieve;nent scores indi- 
cate that the natem^l attitude is stronger and has greater influence than 
the paternal attitude. All of the correlations discussed are statistically 
significant. 

The results show few statistically significant correlations between 
parents attitudes and age, occupation, education level, number of children 
in family, and perceived reading problem. However, low negative correla- 
tions between father's attitude, father's occupation level, and father's 
edudatfon Icv^l were found (Table 2). 



Insert Ta^le 2 kbout here 



As groups, both mothers and fathers strongly associate the importance 
of reading with the* importance of reading for business success and for 
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homemaking success. 'For both mothers an3 fathers*, , the correlation 
between the ii!ip>ortance t)f readitjg and the importance of reading for 
homemaking success was slightV higher than the correlation between 
importance of ^reading and the inportance cfi reading for business 
success (Table >) . 



Insert Table 3 about here 



^ Witliin e^ch fanily, the perceived attitudes 'between parents have a 
tendency to >e siriilar (r » .31, p = .001). ' • 

Discussion and Conclusions 
These resul^^s^uggest sonie generalizations. First, ve should not 
assune that the liother always place^ higher value on reading than the 
, ^ father; rather, parent^ may tend to share sijnilar attitudes. This con^is- 

*teYicy of attitudes should be recognized by persons attempting to initiate^ 
a reading program for a student so that care is taken to prevent possible 

' alienation of the father by assuntng that because the mother's attitude 
toward reading is a stronger influence than the father's, ^t is' the only 
one of importance. Similarly, we should avoid stereotyping. ^ We may assume 

•incorrectly a strbng causal relationship exists between parents ' increased 
•education level and m#re unrestrictive , positive attitudes toward child- 
rearing practices in general and the importance of reading ability speci- ' 
fically. Thus, the aiagnpstician should not assume that weil educated 
parents will tend to have -Support ive attitudes- toward a child's reading 
ability or conversely that parents w?th little education necessarily tend 
to have nonaupportive attitudes. Second, the use of such a questiorinaire 
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.to assist in the, preparation of remediation plans is questionable 
because of a Wck of strong correlation between -it and the children's 
achievement levels/ 

Third, while the formal -assessment of parental attitudes through 
^the i^se of a short-form, self-reporting questionnaire yields some useful 
generalizations, we found little systematic relationship between informa- 
ticfn from the questionnaire and the nature or degree of the chyd*s 
reading achievement. The authors' clinical experience sugfgests that 
the information yielded by this questionnaire could have been more 
accurately and efficiently acquired by extending briefly the interview 
ti»^ with the parents. 

By comparison, the results of this type of questionnaire in its * 
more extensive form were much more significant (Emmerich » 1^69). This 
instrumept, th«- Par^t Attitude Research Instrument (PARI) developed by 
Schaefer and Bell (1958) and modified by Walter Emmsrich for his study 

r 

of th^ parent role, provided more comprehensive and pertinent informa*- ^ 



tiott (Enroerich'^ 1969). While the PARI may* be a more valuable instririoertt 
for use within the diagnostic-intervention process, additional factors 
influencing consideration for its possible ;inclusi'on in the diagnostic 
battery (e.g. 1) length of th# PARI .tequires considerable amount of 
time for' parents to complete and 2) different forms are used *- one for 
mother and one for father) are related to the question of accuracy ' 
versus time efficiency. 

The instrument in its single, shortened form as used in this 
study Vrovidcs minimal Informatloti within the diagnostic-Intervention 
process. Continued us^ of thts form of* the questionnaire is not*. 
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supported by the results of «this study. These results do not' 
indicate' that attitude forms or questiormaires are inappropriate 
withifi thB' intervention process," but that th^ information needs 
of researchers and dia^osticlans are not identical. Specific 
research is needed to oet^rmine the most efficient niethod- of obtaining 
pertinent and valid -diagnostic information about* affective "factors, 
including parental attitudes, that influence the reading ability of 
children . 
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Table 1 

» Correlations Between Parents' Attitude Scores 
and Intelligence and Reading Achievement 

^ — — 



12 3 

r « 

Father attitude score - .41* - .lA .11 

Mother attitude score < /^^^ .28* .22* 



*significmit ^ .05 

1 = VISC-R (Verbal Score) 

2 = WRAT Reading Achievement P.er cent lie 

3 « FIAT Reading Achievement Percentile 
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' Table 2 ^ . • 

Correlations Between Parents' Attitude Scores 
And Age, Occupation Level, Educatiortal Level, 
Number of Children, and Perceived Reading Problem 



^ 2 
Father attitude score -.08 -.36* \ 

Mother attitude score .00 -.16 



3 4 , . 5 

-.15* r..01. ' .05 

.08 - .oct .a? 



*correlation significant £ .01 

1 » Age . * 

2 a Ojicupatfon level 

3 » Education level 

4 « Number of children 

5 = Perceived reading problem 
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" ^ ' ♦ TABLE 3 

Correlations* Between Parent^J. Attitude Toward- . 
General Reading iiripprtance- and Reading as Important 
for Syccess in business and Homeraaking 



' « ♦ * 
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*alL correlations are sigtvlficatit ^ .05 
J. = Reading is- imports t 

2 = Reading is lmpc>|:^tant fo^ business success 

3 = Reading is important for horoemaking s.ucceffs 
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